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LETTER 
0 "FO 
Mr. Fowler Walker. 
8 
f | A entire ſtranger to your character, 


by the reading of your Preface and 
2 4 A. ſtopping there, would be apt to 
2 conclude, that Mr. Walker was one of the 
moſt charitable, and inoffenſive of any pro- 
feſſing Pædobaptiſm in theſe Parts; and that 
Wwe had now met with one of the faireſt 
Champions for the Cauſe of Infant-Baptiſm, 
of any that had appear'd for many Years. 
Your wiſhes are ſo tender and chriſtian- 
like, and the exhortations to charity and 
forbearance in love, are- ſo engaging, that 
we had reaſon to apprehend that our Can- 
didates for Baptiſm, would be taken with 
your way of writing, and that your impar- 
tial method of treating us, would re- 
3 — _ main 
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(4) 
main a bright pattern to all poſterity, 
Pref, pag. 4» 5. | 
our words are theſe. 1 

T would hope that whatever ſhall be offered 

to invalidate the Arguments for Infant- ® 
Baptiſm, or ſtrengthen the Objections againſt % 
it, 2 be offer'd in a ſpirit of meekneſs and 

charity, that the ſubjett will be treated with | 
more decency and leſs ridicule, than it has 
been in the writings of ſome ; that all ill- } 
natured uncharitable reflections upon the prac- | 
tiſers of Infant. Baptiſm will be forborn—— Y 
1t would be a particular pleaſure to me, to | 
find that a debate of this nature mi abt be 
managed with temper, chart 5 and god man- 


ers on both fades. 


T have been long of opinion, that the lay- 
_ ing afide vagen, and perſonal refletions * 
in religious controver fies, would be the readiefs | 
way of coming to the knowledge of the truth. 7 
iI bat a pity it is, there ſhould be ſo | 
much want of brotherly love and true chriſtian 
charity among the preachers and profeſſed fol- 
lowers of Chriſt. You pray, that God would Yz 
mncreaſe this more and more, amongſt all de- 
nominations of Chriſtians, that charity in its 
Full extent may have more influence upon and 
appear more in the words, writings, and 
lives of men, &c. 
Theſe are ſolemn proteſtations, and a _ 
fine parcel of wr. put together. One 
would 


(5) 

would imagine that we had nothing to ex- 
pect from ſuch an Author, but impartial 
dealing and fair argument; and that you 
4 ſcorn'd to make uſe of the mean arts and 
- aultry weapons of defamation, that ſome 
? Por, Nadel Writers had formerly handled, 
and wounded the Baptiſts with. But ho-w 
is the reader ſurprized and deceived to find 
s your Preface to be only a grimace, a mere 
- decoy to drill him on, to fee how you can 


- flily play with the reputation of your in- 
- 3 nocent neighbours! and becauſe you fan- 
0 } cied, that the mode of Baptiſm might be 


rendred ſuſceptible of invidious impreſſions, 
and when artfully (but injuriouſly) repre- 
| ſented, would the eaſter draw an odium upon 
2 our profeſſion, therefore you have painted 
it in the moſt obnoxious colours, that ſpleen 
7 and ill-nature could furniſh you with. 
What elſe is it, that you mean by re- 
preſenting us and our practice to the world, 
as if we baptized men and women, ſome- 
times in their clothes, and ſometimes ſtark 
naked, and all this openly before a mixt 
company of both ſexes? _ © 
Your words are theſe, p. 56. 
M ben perſons are dipped in garments, it 
may happen that fome part of the body ſhall 
not be touched with water, and then there is 
not a total immerſion, and that dipping per- 
e ens naked before a mixt company of men and 
= Women, 
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CET 
women; is, to ſay the leaft of it, indecent + 
T have often wonder d that the fair ſex, whoſe 


 modeſly is their glory, can be prevailed with to 


appear before others in a looſe garment, but I 


 forbear enlarging, &c. 


Now is it not natural for all prophane 


and ignorant people to conclude from your 


writings, that we baptize perfons ſometimes 


quite naked? Will not ſome weak members 
of your own congregations be ready to be- 
lieve what you ſuggeſt, and greedily ſwal- 
low down the poiſon ? And can you prove 
that ever any men or women have been 


thus baptized in any of the Counties of Wales, 


or any where elſe? We publickly declare our 
abhorrence of ſuch vile and ſcandalous pra- 
' tices, and abſolutely deny the truth of 
vhat you have here inſinuated. And if you 


cannot produce the time, place, and perſons 


to fix this upon, with what name do you 


expect to paſs thro the world, with that 
of an honeſt and charitable man, or of a 
ſubtile, but baſe traducer of your bre- 


thren? 


If you would excuſe yourſelf and ſay, 


that you hinted theſe things by way of 
ſuppoſition, or that you took 'em open 


hearſay, or from other Authors who had 


We aſk you, where is your charity or 


We 


Juſtice, in taking this liberty with us? 


PF 


rr 


„ 
We aſk you, did you not write theſe 
things with a deſign that they ſhould be 
believed among the ſimple and ignorant, 


for others know better? 5 

Have you yourſelf any reaſon to believe 
this to be our practice? If you have not, 
we leave the world to judge, whether you 


have not acted like a weak but an ill de- 


ſigning man, and that it is for want of 


better arguments againſt the Scripture- 
made of Baptiſm, that you are forced to 
retreat to ſo mean and wretched a refuge 
as this. 55 VAN 
But you have the front to attack the mo- 


deſty of our wives, ſiſters and daughters, 


buy repreſenting them in a particular man- 


ner as bold and impudent. 


Vour words are theſe, 3 
I have often wondered, that the fair ſex, 


. whoſe modeſty is their glory, can be prevailed 
3 with to appear before others in a looſe gar- 
ment; but ] forbear enlarging, &c. 5 


Would not a ſtranger conclude from ſuch 


2 fly innuendo's as theſe, that the women of 


the Baptiſt perſuaſion in Wales, had laid aſide 


A that natural reſervedneſs and religious mo- 
deſty, which guard and adorn all other wo- 
men profeſſing godlineſs? 5 


Will not the reader be tempted to think, 
that there are lewd and indecent practices in- 


termixt with dur religious adminiſtrations? 


Have 
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(8) 


Have you not given room enough, to 


imagine, from what you have faid, that 
the Baptiſts have ſtrange ſcenes of inde- 
cency, which your ſqueamiſh ſtomach 
will not ſuffer ar to lay open, when you 


ſtop all of a ſudden, and declare, you'll 


forbear enlarging ? Adding a ſneering wiſh, 
importing no good intention, i. e. that you 


wiſh thoſe who pradtiſe this way of bapti- 


ing out of conſcience, may never find any 
inconvenience from it in their He ſh or pi 
n . 
—— exceeding ſtrange that a diſſenting 


| Proteſtant ſhould have ſuch an inbred ha- 


tred to the Scripture mode of baptizing, 


Which is ſo convincingly clear, that it has 
gained the acknowledgment of moſt of 


the learned writers ſince the Reformation, 


to have been by dipping; and it ſeems up- 


on ſome unguarded minute, it has extorted 
a confeſſion even from yourſelf. 

For your words are theſe, p. 54. 

I own that dipping was uſed in the pri- 


mitive church, and is a auful way of bap- 


t121ng, but not dipping only. 


If it was fo uſed in the primitive church, 


and a lawful way of baptizing, we aſk 
you, why you uſe your mean arts to ex- 
poſe it to the ſcorn of the vulgar, and to 
eſent it as enſnaring and dangerous to 
3 and ſpirits 3 * 
We 
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We aſk you, was it uſed in the Apoſto- 


: lick church? For if you mean any thing 
i by primitive church, you muſt mean that, 
br atleaſt you muſt not exclude the Apoſto- 
lick, when you name the primitive chriſtian 
chu reh: 


If you confeſs this. as you certainly do, 


Jfoo-., 


Five would aſk you farther, did the Apoſ- 
tles and their Aſſiſtants dip perſons quite 
naked, or in ſome garments? For dip 'em, 
J I» did according to your own conceſ- 


We believe you will not venture to af- 
ert the former; you will not offer to 


Ws: the Apoſtles with having baptized 
men and women naked, and that multi- 
tudes of women were baptized by them, 
and by their aſſiſtants, is undeniable. 
We aſk you then, whether they bap- 
tized em in ſome garments? Surely you 
2 muſt confeſs they did; if they did, what 
is become of your acute and refined rea- 
ſoning, pag. 56. where you tell us, that 
gaben Perſons are dipped in garments, it may 

Lappen that ſome part of the body ſhall not 
Pe touched with water, and then there is not 
Wotal intmerfion ? 
What! were not the Apoſtles and the 
—_— church ſafe? Were they in a pre- 


carious way too? Have you found out a 


aer and a better method ſince ? 
Wb 
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(12) 
by the roots, and laid waſte all the fences 
5 bounds of the Goſpel-commiſſion and 


order. And you can't tell the conſequence 


of this extravagance. But tis to be feared 
you have run this length directly to op- 
poſe the true way of baptizing ; and tis 
plain you have ventur'd thus far, in a 


| blind and ſervile compliance to your be- 


loved notion of ſprinkling. Mr. Waker 


ſeems to be left in a great meaſure to him- 


fell n this very point, but we are perſuaded, 


he is not ſo far abandoned, as to believe 
What he has writ Himſelf: and therefore 
we hope, that very few readers will give 2 
bim any great credit, ; 


Certainly ſuch a wild proceeding can 


never be agreeable to the wiſdom of the 
divine Lawgiver, and we are well aſſured 
that ſuch. a looſe way of talking is not 
only unmanly, but impious, and directly 


contrary to expreſs Scripture, Epb. iv. 5. 


one Lord, one faith, one baptiſm. 


Bur, according to your notion, there 


might be as many forts of Bapriſms, as 


there are whimſies and fancies in the minds 


of men, and yet all of them valid, be- 


cauſe our Lord Jeft the thing undetermin . 


only, you ſay, there muſt be application of | 
Water. 


And when once you have departed 8 { 


the true May af applying of water in 


Goſ bel 


(13) 

Goſpel baptiſm, which is by dipping the 
bodies of men and women into water, tis 
no matter indeed what method you take 

afterwards, you may waſh the feef or the 
face, you have as much divine authority for 
the one as for the other; and you muſt of 
neceſſity own, according to your licentious 
principle, that you are of this opinion. 
Your ftrange averſion to dipping, and 
your unreafonable bigottedneſs to ſprink- 
ling, have led you into ſome other ugly 


7 ſnares; as particularly, p. 50. where you 


are obliged to ſtrain hard to pervert the 
natural meaning of the text, habn Ill. 23. 
John baptized in Enon, near to Salim, be- 
cauſe there was much water... 
| Here you endeavour to perſuade the 
world, that the reaſon why Job choſe this 
place was not becauſe of the depth of theſe 
waters, but becauſe water was very ſcarce 
in thoſe hot countries. 5 
Lou ſay, VV 
Fobn fixed here that thoſe who came to his 
baptiſm might not travel far for the ordi- 
nance. SOL WS: 23D 2 
This way of arguing is directly contrary 
to the genuine intention af the ſacred Hiſ- 
. torian, For the reaſon of John's tarrying 
there for a-while was, becauſe there was 
a ſufficiency of waters to baptize men and 
women in by dipping of them. And 
| bh _  there= 


(14) 

therefore all the adjacent inhabitants, whe- 
der nearer or farther off, might travel to 
him, to have the ordinance adminiſtered 
unto them, upon that convenient ſpot. 
As at another time, Feruſalem and all Fu- 
dea, and the regions round about, reſorted to 
bim in vaſt multitudes to the river Fordan, 
for the fame purpoſe, Matt. iii. 
Nor will. your. poor and weak criticiſm 
| bring you off here, where you ſay, that 
vd mornra had been better tranſlated many 
waters, there being many ſprings or riuu- 
lets in the place, which, you ſay, travellers 
. to be loo ſhallow to plunge in. 
And will you pin your faith upon the 
lleeves of theſe idle travellers? You may, 
i you pleaſe; we will adhere o > the lure 
word of God. 

And you yourſelf allow, there 1 were many 
running ſprings and rivulets; then ſurely 
there were many capacious pools and re- 
ceptacles, as there are in the brooks in 
Wales, ſufficient to dip the largeſt human 
bodies in. You don't conſider that 'tis a 
Jewiſh way of ſpeaking, may waters, put 
q or much water. 

When Solomon ſays, Cant. viii. 7. many. 
waters can't quench love. YN nh. = 

The Septuagint render it ro ag ToAu, 
3. e. much water, or a great quantity of 
water cannot do it. And tis plain that this 
was the meaning of the paſſage. And 


(75) 

And we could give you many inſtaticey 
where the phraſe muſt of neceſſity be un- 
derſtood of a very great force and quanti- 
ty of water, take it in what number 
will, not only in the OO, bur in 

Greek authors, as Pal. xciii. 4. The Lord 
on high is mightier than the iſ of _ 
waters, Sept. boa r Tronay. Revel. 1 

And bis voice as the yore of n_ waters, 
vo rar DOA ; 


Antipater a poet of 7. beſſalonica, who f 
: lived 3 in e 8 time, faith, 


Tugods E 40h 4 as du., PE * 
ooo rer oy BANG war M. 


The fire FI far or torch] o he is eter- 


nal, it cannot be extinguiſhed 6 Fe great oo, 


in which it was born. 
Tis very remarkable that che poet gives 
the epithet of av to the word @t\zy©», 
it ſhews the true meaning and uſage of 
the phraſe to denote much water in Wen : 
tity. 
Would any wiſe man ſtoop to make 
filly and impertinent criticiſms upon theſe 
places, and endeavour to ſhew that they are 
only meant as of ſmall, and ſeparate ſtreams? 
He muſt have a warm brain, and a 
ſtrange biaſs in his head, that can believe 
ſuch a thing. 


4 The 


FT 
the next fine turn we have from you, 
is upon Matth. iii. 16. where Chriſt is ſaid 
to go up ſtraitway out of the water. Your 
words are theſe, What if we ſay that amo 
1 v9ar@» had been more properly render'd 
from the water, Chriſt's going up from the 
water might only be meant of his going from the 
 water-fide, where there is commonly riſing 
ground, without intending his baving been 
over head and ears in the water. 


Not to take notice of the levity of this 
way of talking, of the Son of God being 
over head and ears. Tis a baſe attempt 
to pervert the Scripture; the text ſays, - 
be went out of, or from the water; you fay, 
tas from the bank of the river, or from 
the rrver-fide, endeavouring to make your 
reader believe, that he was not in or- 
dan, or at leaſt, that he was not baptiz d 
in the river. Read the ſame ſtory in the 


Evangeliſt Mark, ch. i. ver. g. 


And Teſus —— was baptized of Soho 5 in 


Jordan. The Greek is cs T 'logdaylw, he 
was dipped into Jordan. "Tranſlate this in 


your own way, he was ſprinkled in, or 


into the bank of Jordan, and ſee what 
pretty ſenſe it will make. 


But as if you were conſcious to your 
ſelf that you had offered violence, (as 
you molt certainly have) to the two fore- 


mentioned texts, you have found out an 
expedient 


ö (17) 
1 expedient to relieve your mind, with the 
2 conſideration that Jobns Baptiſm and Chri/- 
tian Baptiſm differ in the mode of admini- 
tration. | 
Page 51. Your words are theſe, 
But what to me invalidates the conſequen- 
Rees drawn from both theſe places in proof of 
dipping, is that Fobns mode of Baptiſm is 
Int obligatory upon Chriſtiaus, — I think 
John's Baptiſm is not to be the Chriſtian 


o 


* 
4 "BY 


＋ 


r Como, ie 
Here you allow that John's mode of 
baptizing was dipping: "Twas but in the 
paragraph foregoing, that you attempted 
to perſuade us that our Saviour went no 
farther than the bank of the river, or the 
water- ſide, and that John did not dip him, 
and now to invalidate our practice of bap- 
_ #rizing by dipping, you confeſs this was 
John's way, but it is not obligatory upon 
Z Chriſtians at this time. If this be not 
your meaning, there is nothing in what 
you fay. 35 3 
And if it be your meaning, what a fal- 
lacious jeſuitical talent of criticizing are 
you bleſt with, ſuch as is abſolutely incon- 
ſiſtent with either truth or good ſenſe? 
Lou have indeed roundly attacked Johns 
Z Baptiſm, peg. 36. but with very indifferent 
7 ſucceſs, for the arguments you bring don't 
in the leaſt affect the outward or natural 
| Pe ——_ action 


( 18 ) 
action in Baptiſm ; can you tell us of any the 
minuteſt alteration in performing the na- 
tural act of adminiſtration in Baptiſm ? 
Tis plain John did it by dipping; has 
any one at any time received divine autho- 
rity to alter it, from that day to this, and 
to eſtabliſh a new mode of Baptiſm? Pro- 
duce ſuch an inſtance if you can. 


Our Lord liked John's Baptiſm ſo well, 
that he would not be denied liberty to 
ſubmit to it himſelf; he zealouſly perſuad- | 
ed John to perform that religious act 
upon his ſacred Perſon, that his people 
might not be aſhamed to imitate his bright | 
example, in having their bodies waſhed in | 
pure water of either brooks or rivers, to 
_ anſwer a good conſcience towards Gd. 
But you are not ſatisfied to vent your 
ſpleen upon John's way of baptizing, you 


fall foul on his perſon, and attempt to de- 


preciate his character; by telling us, Pp. 37. 
Tat we have made but an indifferent choice of 


a patron, if wwe aſſume to ous ſelves the name 0 


Baptiſis, becauſe John was called the Baptiſt. 
Now altho' we own no other for our LORD. 
and MASTER than Jeſus Chriſt himſelf, 


yet we aſk you, wherein does John appear 


to be an indifferent patron? His Baptiſm 
was directly from heaven, and not from 
men, Mark ii. 30. His Baptiſm was accord- 
ing to the counſel of God. The Publicans 
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(19) 


| | jufified Ged, being baptized with the Bap- 


tiſm of John, but the Phariſees and Lawyers 
| rejected the counſel of God againſt themſelves, 


being not baptized of him. Luke vii. 30. 


As to the character of our patron, as 
| you call him, we are not aſhamed of it, 
for our Lord, who beſt knew him, gave 


him ſuch encomiums, as never were be- 


ſſtowed upon any mere mortal man before, 


Matth. xi. , 11. 

But what went ye out to ke, @ prophet ? 
ea, T ſay unto you, and more than a prophet. 
Verily I ſay unto you, among them that are 
orn of women, there hath not riſen a greater 


than Jobn the Baptiſt, What inſolence then | 


muſt it be accounted in you to treat this 
treat and holy perſonage with ſuch an air 
of contempt as you do, when you call, 
im an zdifferent patron ? If you reflect 
pon him as ours, you muſt reflect upon 
im as our Lord's patron at the ſame time, 
or 'tis certain that he was ſo to him, 
point of Baptiſm. | 
You ſeem to be very angry with us in 
e ſame page for aſſuming the name of 
japtiſis, as 1f ours was the only valid Bap- 
n; all the arguments you have brought 
itherto, do not prove the contrary, but 
at it is the only ſcripture way of bap- 
zing; and if it be fo, we claim herein no 
ore than what we have a right to: the 


82 Holy 


( 20) 
Holy Ghoſt gave that denomination to 

Jobn, becauſe he was the firſt adminiſtra- 
tor of that ordinance; and if we are the 
only people that adhere to the original 
method of baptizing, why ſhould you 
juarrel with the name, whereby we art 

_ diſtinguiſhed from you and others, whe 
| have deviated from the primitive mode? 
Jou give us, pag. 55. the reaſon w! 
you prefer ſprinkling to dipping ; that i 
ſome places, you ſay, and at ſome times o 
the year, ang would be very dangerous 
Say you ſo! pray what places and wha} 
times of the year are they that you intend 
Do you think that our Lord would en 
Join an ordinance that would be hurtful i 
the very manner of adminiſtring it, 1 
ſome countries, and at ſome ſeaſons of chi 
year ? Sure this would reflect upon his wi | 
dom and goodneſs, which we can by 1 
means allow. | 
| © Beſides, the oreateſt phyſicians of thy 
age recommend dipping over head and eary 

by. cold bathing, in theſe countries, in th 
coldeſt ſeaſons, and to practiſe it for th 7 
take of health. F 
Sir Jobn Floyer writ a creatiſe not 100 
apo, to petſuade the nation to dip the 
infants according to former cuſtom ; bl 
he recommends cold-bathing to ſickly col 
ſtitutions, where. he gives an account 
may 


( 27 ) 


many great cures done by it, and preſents 
the world with a catalogue of diſeaſes a- 
gainſt which it has been ſucceſsful. And 
5 further gives undeniable proof, that im- 
merſion continued in the church of Eng- 
land till about the year 1600. And the 
ſaid learned Knight juſtly infers from 
thence, that if God and the Church thought 
that practice innocent for 1600 years, that 
it muſt be accounted an unreaſonable 
nicety in this preſent age, to ſcruple either 
immerſion in Baptiſm, or cold ins, as 
dangerous practices. f 
But you inſinuate in the ſame page, that 
many weak conſtitutions have ſuffered by un- 
 Seaſonable dippmg. We require you to ac- 
quaint us, who they are, and where they 
live; or if dead, who they were, and what 
they told you of the matter, and how you 
come at your information, otherwiſe we 
| ſhall look upon you as the charitable 
Autbor of this piece of impotent ſlander. 
But becauſe you could not find proper 8 
materials nearer home to pelt your neigh- 
bours in Wales with, you have imported 
ſome filth from Germany of between 2 
and 300 Years ſtanding, that you might 
not fail to beſpatter the Baptiſts at any 
rate; tis a ſhining inſtance of your much 
talk d of charity, and good-will towards 
us. 
Your 


(22 }) 
Your words are theſe. 
Page 60. The denying Baptiſm to infants, 
and re-baptizing ſuch as were baptized in 
infancy, gained little ground till after the 
year 1522. when Nicholas Stock and Tho- 
mas Muncer began to ſow the tares of that | 
and much worſe errors in Germany, the ſad g 
effects of which, to the lives and gy „„ 
may be ſeen by any who reads Balie's Ana- 1 
baptiſm, where they have à large account f 
the impious enthuſiaſtical principles main- 
trained by them and their followers: ſuch as 
community of goods, multiplicity of vi ves, 
the lawfulneſs of propagating their doftrine 
y the ſword, and that pernicious principle of = 
dominion being founded in grace, which occa- 
ſioned moſs of thoſe grievous troubles this na- 
tion felt, in the times of the late uſurper 
Oliver Cromwell. 
Can any man in his right mind give a 
reaſon, why you ſtrive to transfer the 
odium and ſcandal of two or three mad- 
men in Germany, to us the Baptiſts in . 
Wales, and to lay all their rubbiſh at our 
doors? Were we, or any of our fore- 
fathers guilty of theſe crimes, that you 
have here raked together? £1 
With what other deſign could you re- 
vive and write theſe things, but to blacken 
us, and render us abhorred of our neigh- 
bours? There are thouſands in this poor 


country, 
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country, that never heard of this fine ſtory 
before, and you tell it 'em with ſuch an 
air, as if we, as to our profeſſion, were 
deſcended from theſe miſcreants, and were 

the proper heirs of their principles and 


» 


crimes. JJV wo 

Nor will your pitiful ſalvo in the next 
paragraph bring you off, when you ſay, 
that many of the preſent Baptiſts are far 
from patromzing ſuch pernicious principles; 
you {till leave the reader room to con- 
clude, that ſome of us are for owning and 
defending the black liſt of crimes you 
have here reckoned up: as multiplicity of 
wives, lawfulneſs of propagating their 
doctrine by the ſword, and for founding 
dominion in grace. And do you know any 
among us that eſpouſe and defend theſe 
things? If you do, name them, and let 
us know who and where they are; if you 
do not, let the world judge what treat- 
ment you deſerve from thoſe of our per- 
ſuaſion. I * 
And even after all, we may as well, and 
upon as good ground, upbraid you and your 
brethren with the rebellion, murders, adul- 
tery and uncleanneſs of ſome Pædobaptiſts 
in Germany, in thoſe wars of the Boors, 

becauſe you agree with them as Pædo- 

bapriſts, as you can charge the ſcandal of 
theſe Anabaptiſts upon us. 


"Tis 
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"Tis ſtill more extraordinary, that the 
| aſhes of Nicholas Stork, (for that was 
his name and not Stech, as you have 
picked it up from either Balie or Ruflen) 
and Thomas Muncer ſhould get into the 
blood of Oliver Cromwell, and the Com- 
mons of England in 1640. and kindle 
among them the dreadful civil war chat 
enſued. 

Wich what baſe inſinuations would you 
make the preſent age believe, that twas the 
| Baptiſts and their pernicious principles, that 
_ occaſioned that confuſion and bloodſhed 
throughout the kingdom? 


If che preſent mild government did not 4 


very well know, that the Baptiſts are ſome 
of the moſt faithful and peaceable ſub- 


jects, that our moſt gracious King hath in | 


all his Dominions ; it might be enough to 
awaken our governours to curtail our li- 


berty, and to reſtrain us by penal laws, 
from our common privileg of toleration \ 


in worſhip. 


You are ide very ignorant of the hiſ- 3 
| tory of thoſe times, or you know in your 
own Conſcience, that the Baptiſts did not 
open, and had no hand in opening that 
diſmal Scene. If it be owing to your ig- 
norance, you are a very indiſcreet perſon q 
to meddle with ſuch affairs as you don't 
underſtand. If you know better you are 
I an 


FR fed of os fra 


V 
an unrighteous man to attempt, in a drib- 
bling manner; to devolve ſuch a ſcandal 
upon the preſent generation of Baptiſts. 
Tris well known, that the moſt active 
men in thoſe days, whether members of 
the houſe of Commons, or Officers of the 
Army in the field, were ſtrongly inclined to 
Preſbytery or Independency, one of which 
Perſuaſions, you profeſs yourſelf to be of, 
and 'tis an ill Bird that bewrays his own 
aA... | oe 
Withall, at this diſtance of time, foul 
Reflections upon the perſon and character of 
Oliver Cromwell, who is long ſince gone 
to anſwer for his Actions, come exceed- 
6 ingly aukward from the mouth or pen 
of a preſbyterian, or an independent Mi- 
2 niſter, both which, during the proſperity 
of his fortune, were loaded with his fa- 
vours, in their turns. 5 
But you tell us, that denying Baptiſm 
Ito infants, and re-baptizing ſuch as were 
il A baptized in infancy, gained little ground till 
after the year 1522. 2 
wt And we can aſſure you again, that Infant- 
nat ¶ Baptiſm was ſcrupled and objected to, about 
2 1300 years before the time you mention, that 
(on was about 200 years after Chriſt, by no 
nt leſs a man than Tertullian, a Preſbyter of 
are ¶ Carthage. His words are theſe, 
an | Kh. 
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Pro cnjuſque perſonc conditione & diſpo- 


ſittone, etiam etate, cunctatio baptiſm! uti- 
lior eſt. Pracipue tamen circa parvules, 


Alt quidem Dominus, nolite illos prohibere ad 
me venire. Veniant ergo dum adoleſcunt, ve- 
niant dum diſcunt, dum quo ventant do- 


centur, ſiant Chriſtiani, quum Chriſtum noſſe | 
HPotuerint. Tert. de Bap. lib. 2. c. 18. 


According to every one's condition, 


and diſpoſition, and age likewiſe, tis 
„ more profitable to delay Baptiſm, and 
c eſpecially as to little children. Indeed 
« our Lord ſays, forbid them not to come to 
nne, therefore let them come when they 
* grow up, let them come when they 
„ learn, when they are taught, whither to 
« come, let them become Chriſtians, when 
« they are able to know Chriſt, #3 


Nor could goſſips and ſureties give this 


Father any ſatisfaction as to the baptizing | 


of infants, he diſſuaded from all ſuch 


practices. His words are theſe, ; 
 Quaidenim neceſſe eſt, ſponſores etiam peri- 
culo ingeri, qui & ipſi per mortalitatem deſ- 
tituere promiſiones ſuas poſſunt, & proventu Þ 


male indolis falli? Ibid. de Bap. q 
What neceſſity is there that ſponſors 
* ſhould expoſe themſelves to danger, 
ce who themſelves through death, may fail 
e of the performance of their promiſes, 
| Re 


1 1 
e or may be deceived by the wicked diſpo- 
„ ſition of thoſe they promiſe for. | 

3 Here is an early inſtance of an emi- 
nent man oppoſing Infant-Baptiſm, and 
we think we may from hence make a 
ſhrewd gueſs that about this time the 
African Church was preparing to receive 
this practice. TY 
1, And therefore it ſhould not be wondered 
is at, that Fidus, a certain Biſhop ſomewhere 
in Africa, was at a loſs when to baptize 
d Infants, whether they might be baptized 
10 the ſecond or third day after their birth, or 
before the eighth day, as it was obſerved 
y Þ with regard to circumciſion. Had it been 
a received practice in the Church from the 


A. 


one would have thought, that this Biſhop 
# ſhould have better learnt the duties of his 
office, than to be to ſeek at this time, when 
to baptize children. RD | 
And indeed, Father Cyprian's Arguments 
to prove Infant-Baptiſm appear to be but 
poor and looſe, for you may obſerve out 
of what you have quoted, that he makes 
the cries of the babes one reaſon, why Baptiſm 
Irs ſbould be adminiſtered to them. For ſo he 
er, concludes— and thoſe who are but juſt born, 
ail who deſerve our help and the divine mercy, 
es, erauſe at the firſt mſtant of their nativity, 
or bey beg it by their cries and tears. He 
1 „ "... 


Apoſtles days, as you and others pretend, T 


(28) 


muſt mean among other things, that they ? 
cry for Baptiſm, than which, nothing is 
more falſe. 
However, though Cyprian and the A. 
frican Synod, about the middle of the 
third Century, had received Infant-Bap- 
tiſm, yet ſprinkling was only uſed in caſes 
of neceſſity, as to the ſick, weak and bed- 
rid. Thus the excellent Author of the 
Enquiry. © But though immerſion was 
their uſual cuſtom, yet perfuſion or 
ſprinkling was not accounted unlawful, 
but in caſes of neceſſity that was uſed, 
as in clinick Baptiſm, when ſick per- 
ſons, whoſe deaths they apprehended, 4 
were baptized in their beds. ; 
And a little lower; © it 1s true indeed, 
this Baptiſm was not generally eſteemed 
* as perfect as the more ſolemn Baptiſm; 
e for which reaſon it was a cuſtom in ſome 
« churches not to advance any to clerical 
© or miniſterial ordination, who had been 
e ſo baptized. Part II. cap. iv. p. 74. 
And Cyprian intimates, that there was 
with ſome, a diſlike of ſprinkling in his 
time; and he orders, that if theſe ſickly 
_ perſons recovered their health, they ſhould 
be baptized the right way, by e. 
So that ſprinkling ſeemed to be only an 
expedient in ſome caſes of mere neceſſity. 
His words are theſe. 

Aut 


0 
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Aut fi aliquis exiſtimat, eos nibil conſe- 
is cutos, eo quod aqua ſalutari tantum perfuſi 
ſunt, ſed inanes & vacuos eſſe, non decipi- 
- 2 antur, & fi incommodum languoris evaſerint 
S convaluerint baptizentur. Epiſt. 76. 
« Tf any ſhould imagine, that ſuch have 
not obtained any benefit, but are void 
and empty, becauſe they have been only 
2 © perfuſed or ſprinkled with the ſaving 
„ water, let not ſuch be deceived, but if 
they recover their ſtrength and health, 
e let them be baptized. 5 
We don't doubt, but that you would call 
this ſort of people Anabaprifts, for they 
l, were ſprinkled firſt in their illneſs and 
2 weakneſs, and afterwards dipped, having 
recovered their health. So that, accord- 
ing to your notion, there were Anabaptiſis, 
even in Cyprian's time. How you will 
e diſprove this upon your principle, you are 
beſt capable of making our. We know, 
en how to account for it in a rational way, 
for we never own ſprinkling, in infants or 
as ſadult, to be Goſpel-Bapriſm. 
is Lou ſeem to be ſurprized, that the 
ly Pppoſers of Infant-Baptiſm plead anti- 
ld guity on their fide, pag. 56. where you 
g. tell us, there are many teſtimonies from early 
an Rantiguity directly againſt them. 
But your ſurprize might be eaſily re- 
moved, if you would give yourſelf time 
5 TS 


(30 7 
to reflect upon the profound filence of the 
Scripture as to Infant-Baptiſm, and that 
tis not to be proved out of the writers of 
the two firſt Centuries, or for the two 
firſt hundred years after Chriſt. 
And yet you uſe your mean arts to 
impoſe upon your reader, and to make 
him believe that you have found out In- 
fant-Baptiſm in the very — age, 
P. 59. f 
Four words are theſe. 3 
All the flreſs T lay upon theſe teſtimonies 
from antiquity, is to ſhew that they, who Þ 
lived in the Apoſtolick age, and therefore ba 
the beſt advantages of knowing their ſenti- 
ments and practice in this point, did tbem- 
ſelves practice Infant-Baptiſn. 1 
Pray who lived in the Apoſtolick age, 
and practiſed Infant-Baptiſm ? | 4 
Tou bring Juſtin Martyr, but you are 
not ſure that he wrote the piece you quote, 
ſo the credit of this witneſs 1s ſunk at | 
once. : 
You refer us to Origen, Anno 230. and | 
he is proving it out of Fob and T/azab ; | 
two likely books o find Infant-Baptiſin 
in}. 4 
| You mention Sir Paul Rycaut and H- 
ginus, Caſaubon and Dr. Hammond, and, a- 
mong the reſt, the famous Aboſto:ical Con- 3 
feitutions ; and here you have done 5 1 
for 


7 
Ws 


2 


(37) 


for this performance is not only looked 


9 y 
.- 


1 upon as ſpurious, but a thing patched up 


about the fourth or fifth Century. 
Theſe, with Dr. Cave and Mr. Wall, 


i make up the ſubſtance of your proof of 


Infant-Baptiſm being practiſed in the A- 


poſtolick age. Let all impartial men 


Judge, where the unwary reader is like to 


be led, who believes what you write. 
If you would gain any attention from 


the Baptiſts upon the Head of Antiquity, 
vou muſt produce your proofs from the 

genuine works of St. Barnabas, Clemens 
FNomanus, Hermas, Ignatius, Polycarp, Fuſtin 
2 Martyr, Ireneus, Clemens Alexandrinus, or 


any other received writers within the 
compaſs of the firſt two hundred years. 
For we allow, that Infant-Baptiſm was 


brought into the Church towards the mid- 


dle of the third Century, with a train of 
ſuperſtitious uſages attending it; as Exor- 
ciſm or fetching the evil Spirit out; Suſ- 


ceptors or Goſſips to engage for em; Criſ- 


mation or anointing, and ſigning their fore- 

heads with the ſign of the croſs. 
Nor will the fragments of Few!/h cita- 

tions that you have been nibbling ar, be 


Jof any ſervice to you to countenance In- 
fant-Baptiſm. You ſeem to lay great ſtreſs 


0 


upon Maimonides, as quoted by Dr. Ham- 


mond; but you don't conſider that Mai- 
muonides 
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monides lived in the twelfth Century. And 
pray what dependence would you have up- 
on a man, (to prove a practice in the Jew- 
7% Church before the days of our Saviour) 
who was born eleven hundred years after 
that time? the attempt is not only weak 
. ooo 
Nor has Dr. Hammond been able to Mt; 
produce any account of baptizing of pro- 
ſelytes and infants among the Jews, but 
what falls vaſtly ſhort of the time of our 
Saviour, at leaſt about 200 years. DT 
The Miiſbna itſelf was finiſhed about this 
time. But the Gemara Babylonica, to 
which you refer pag. 9. from Dr. Ham- 

mond, was not perfected till about 300 
years after, in the fifth Century of Chriſ- 
tianity. What conſiderate man will re- 
ceive ſuch a teſtimony in a point, where- 
upon a Goſpel ordinance is to be diſputed? 
And indeed, could you prove (which you 
cannot) that the Jews did baptize their 
women proſelytes and their infants, this 
would never give a ſanction to Infant. Bap- 
tiſm, unleſs you can demonſtrate at the 
ſame time, that our Lord Chriſt adopted 
ſuch a Few!ſh practice, and put upon it 
the infallible ſtamp of his own divine Au- 
thority. Surely they muſt be very ſan- 
guine, who will take a Jewiſh rabbinical 
whim, for a Goſpel-ordinance, without 
a MOT one 
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one word from Jeſus Chriſt in all the New 
F Teſtament, to intimate that tis his inſtitu· 
tion. 

And now we can't Aorhede ſmiling to 
ſee, how you practiſers of Infant-Baptiſm 
are hobbled, where to find a baſis to fix 
Yyour practice upon, and you are. as 
ſtrangely puzzled how to defend it. When 
the Scriptures and primitive Chriſtianity 


t give you no relief, then you are forced to 
r Hy to Few:/h traditions for ſuccour, and 
Hou know the ers to be very good friends 
is to the Goſpel and its ordinances ! Upon 
o Wrhis account you differ among yourſelves 
very much, what weapons to make uſe of 
© MWagainſt the Bapriſts. Some of you try to 
{- Wind Infant-Baptiſm in che Scriptures, bur 
e- that won't do. 55 
e- Others would place it upon tradition, no 
1? matter whether Jeriſb or Chriſtian. O- 
du Ithers would pin it upon the faith of pa- 


1r Wents. Others muſt need have it come in 
the room of circumcifion, | whether the 
parents believe or no. Others are ſo ſcru- 


p- 

he Pulous, that they will not adminiſter bap- 
ed iſm to infants without good ſecurity, that 
it Whey ſhall thereby be made, and be brought ; 
u- pp good Uhrtians, ff; gt J 
9 How foreign and diſagreeable to the holy 

ca 


Scriptures this hea II inventions ſeems to 
de, let any one that. is unprejudiced by 


educa- 


tas) 


education, judge, when he reads the New | 


Teſtament. 


But we muſt once more recur to your 


German ſtory, p. 60. 
Where you inform us, 


That denying baptiſm to infants, end re- l | 
 baptizing fuch as were baptized in infancy, 
: gained little . till After the To 4 


1522. 
Pray, did the Reformation gain any 
conſiderable ground before that time? 


4 


Perhaps you don't know the ſtate of Reli- | 1 


gion in the world at that time, that Eu- 


rope lay in the diſmal darkneſs of Popery, i 
and he dawn of the Reformation was but 
juſt opening. Luther had not long preached, | 
for twas in the year 1517, that he began i 
to beſtir himſelf, in good earneſt, about 2 
Reformation. 72 
And yet we can make it appear, 1 
there were ſober, holy and learned perſons 
of our perſuaſion, that were put to death 
merely on account of their being Baptiſts 
in 1526. and this from an hiſtorian of good 
eredit, without being beholden to Balies 
malicious account of Anabaptiſm. Tis 
from the impartial Brandts Hiſtory of} 
the Reformation in the Low Countries. 
His words are theſe. 
« The Reformation, chats of Infanc- 
0 — was ſet on foot 1 in ae 
about 


q 


1 
* 
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<< 
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at Zuric 
by Zuinglius, | in theſe four words, Qi 
iterum mergit, mergatur, that is, he 
that re-baptizeth with water, let him be 
drowned in the water. 

This happened in the year 1526. but 
about the ſame time, and fince, there 


( 35 ) 


about the year 1522, by the Zeal of 
Corirad Grebel, and Felix Mans, both 


men of learning, who fell out with 


 Zavinglius about the ſaid opinion; Up- 
on account of this difference was the 


firſt Edict againſt the Anabaptiſts pub- 


liſhed at Zurich, in which there was a 


penalty of a filver Mark, or two Guil- 
ders, Dutch money, ſer upon all ſuch 


as ſhould ſuffer themſelves ro be re- 


baptized, or ſhould with-hold Bapriſm 
from their children. 


« And it was further declared, that 1 
thoſe who openly oppoſed this Order, ; 


ſhould be yet more ſeverely treated. Ac- 
cordingly, the ſaid Felix was drowned 
is upon the ſentence pronounced 


were more of them. put to death, a 
procedure that appear'd very range to 
ſome : the Zuinglians, they faid, were 
ſcarce got out of the reach of perſecu- 
tion themſelves, and ſaw thoſe fires in 


which their fellow-believers were burnr, 


.ftill daily ſmoaking. Moſt of chem 
condemned the putting Hereticks to 
— « death, 


. 1 
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ee death, where it came home to them 
« ſelves, ſuffered it where they could not 
4 help it, and practiſed it themſelves where 
they were uppermoſt. Thus doing to 
others, what they would not have done 3 
ce to themſelves. J 
Others abuſed fire, his water; chose 
that knew better things _ o bare 
te done better, c. | S 
You ſee bat treatment our W , 
have met with from the beginning of the A 
Reformation, at the hands of the Fædo- % 
 baptiſts. They hated, and perſecuted us 
from the very firſt, when it . in che 
power. 9 
Who would hive: expected chat . F 
Lus ſhould ſer up for a judge, to put his 
poor Proteſtant, Brother to death, for no 
other reaſon, than for his ſanding up in 
defence of che Primitive and Seriprure-M 
way of baptizing? _ 3 
If an Anabaptiſt Miniſter had pronoun- 
ced this unchriſtian and cruel ſentence of 
death upon a Pædobaptiſt, we ſhould baue 
had it juſtly thrown in our diſh, by 8 2 
ſoribbler from that day to chis; But as 
long as twas a Pædobaptiſt did it upon an 
Anabaptiſt, the thing was well 1 3 
away with him, he was not fit to live. 
3 little lower the ſame Author informs 


That the firſt 0 that were | 
| «pur 


(#77 
vs put to death for their perſuaſions in 
Holland, during the reign of Popery, 
XZ © were John Wagon, and two of his fra- 
cc ternity, and all theſe three were with a 
« ſlow fire, rather roaſted than burnt to 
death, in the Hague, in the year 1527. 
Brandts Hiſt. Ref. vol. I. b. 2. pag. 57. 
And you may read what compaſſionate 
thoughts Eraſmus had towards the Ana- 
baptiſts under their perſecution from the 
= Zwinghans, and what an honourable cha- 
racter he gives them, in a long letter that 
he writ to thoſe of the Low-Countries and 
ir Eaſt-Frieſland, about the year 1530, For 
git was about the ſame time, that thoſe of 
ng- Zurich had obtained by a ſecond decree, 
his that the Anabaptiſts ſhould be no where 
no tolerated within their Canton, but taken 
in up in order to be brought to capital pu- 
3 niſhment. „ . 
= Speaking of the Zwinglians, ſays Eraſ- 


„ 


un- mus, They inſiſt and argue that Here- 
> of * ticks ought not to be puniſhed with 


death, whereas they themſelves inflict 
the ſame upon the Anabapriſts, A people 
* againſt whom there is very little to be 
* faid, and concerning whom we are aſ- 
ſured, there are many who are reformed 
5 from the worſt to the beſt lives, and 
“ tho' perhaps they may fooliſhly err in 
* certain opinions, yet they have never 
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acrgy of ſeveral denominations, and by 


(38) 


« ſtormed Towns nor Churches, nor enter- 


« ed into any combinations againſt the I 
<« authority of the magiſtrate, nor driven 
« any body from his government or eſw-— 


<« tate. Thus far Eraſmus, ibid. p. 58. 


We only lay this ſketch before you, that 
you and others may ſee what character, in 
the main, the body of foreign Anabaptiſts 3 
| bore, even at a time, when you would 
make the preſent age believe, they were 
for turning the world upſide down. Ei- 
ther you know nothing of their true hiſto- 
ry, or you are a very uncharitable man, to 
attempt to reproach us and our profeſſion 
with the madneſs and follies of a few fo- 
| reigners, ſo long ago as above 200 years. 


And now you may plainly ſee the true 


would be an eaſy matter to make it ap- 
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| reaſon, why our way of baptizing gained 
ſo little ground at the beginning of the 
Reformation; twas becauſe of the ſevere 
and cruel laws that were made againſt it, 
and the unchriſtian uſage that they met 
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with, who embraced this way. And it F 


or. to any impartial enquirer, that infant- 3 


aptiſm, ever ſince the Reformation, has 


been rather ſupported by national cate- | 


chiſms, by provincial edicts, by the autho- 


tity of aſſemblies and learned men in 


power, by the influence and intereſt of the 


the 
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che miſtaken zeal and tenderneſs of pa- 
rents, than by the word of God and true 
antiquity, 5 
And now, Sir, upon the whole, ſince 
our Brethren the Pædobaptiſts ſeem re- 
ſolved to break with us once more, and to 
come in this unkind manner upon us, we 
are at a loſs to know the reaſons why they 
have fixed upon you to be the man to lead 
= them on. „% Te Os 
According to our apprehenſion of things, 
chere are divers reaſons which might have 
diſſuaded them from it. 5 
I. There are worthy Gentlemen, a- 
tives of this country, of eſtabliſhed Cha- 
ue facters, who are 2 of great learning 

\eq and Abilities, and every way as capable of 
che managing the argument as your ſelf, and 
who throughly underſtand our language, 
manners and cuſtoms, which you cannot 
pretend to. 1 
I. The conſticution of the Society, to 
2X which you are related, might have excuſed 
5 you, or might have kept you, one would 
have thought, within the bounds of decen- 
cy, and not have ſuffered you to let fly 
as you have done at the modeſty of the 
fair ſex. And do you think that it can be 
any pleaſure to a father, a huſband, or a 
brother, to have the modeſty of their 
he veareſt relations arraigned by their own 
"_—_— Miniſter, 
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and thay ierdy becaute abe i 
 Gendlewomen have conſcientiouſly: 10 


eſteem; and therefore to make uſe of Four 
own. phraſe; we think chat gur brethren 
the Pædobaptiſts in ales have matle"but 

an indifferent choice of: 4 Palmen 

choſe Mr. Muller. 06 N 
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the. ſteps of their Lord in "being 


baj nized, by-irmerſion? 54,4 15%. 710 


© BF There are other conſiderations which 
your own Prudence ſbould Have ſug- 
iel to you, which render you” 56 
the moſt unexceptionable pet ſon in our 
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When they 


- However; We promiſe y outand' then 
zod Willing) that your Rs ſhall be 
0 roughly examined and fairly anſwered; 


not ſo much on account of any new argu- 
ments contained in it, (for what: you urge 
has n been anſwered already by very able 


hands) as to do Juſtice to the Hol Serie 
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